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VIA FACSIMILE, E-MAIL AND VIA U.S. MAIL

State Water Resources Control Board
Office of Chief Counsel

P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Attn: Jeannette L. Bashaw, Legal Analyst

Re: PETITION TO STATE WATER BOARD

Former TADCO Facility, 363 West 133rd Street, Los Angeles, California
("Property")

Dear State Water Resources Control Board:

We represent T.A. Davies Company' ("Petitioner") regarding the March 19, 2009
Order for a Technical Report Pursuant to Califormia Water Code Section 13267 (the "Order") issued
by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board ("RWQCB"). In accordance with
California Water Code Section 13320 and California Code of Regulations ("CCR") section 2050 -
2066, Petitioner disagrees with the reasoning and conclusions of the Order (attached as Exhibit
"A"). Specifically, Petitioner requests that the State Water Resources Control Board ("SWRCB")
vacates the Order and instructs the RWQCB to focus its attention on the proper responsible parties
that caused the Contamination .

II. Petitioner's Grievance and Remedy Reguested

Petitioner is aggrieved by the Order because it seeks to require Petitioner to
investigate, and potentially assume responsibility for, subsurface contamination beneath and around
the Property (the "Contamination") not caused, or contributed to, by Petitioner. An objective
evaluation of the facts in this matter reveals that parties other than Petitioner, including owners and
operators of adjacent and neighboring properties, should be assigned100% of the legal and
regulatory responsibility for the Contamination. As a result, Petitioner requests that the SWRCB
vacate the Order and direct the RWQCB to focus its attention on the proper responsible parties that
caused the Contamination. To do otherwise will burden Petitioner with considerable expense and
liability for contamination that it did not cause.
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111. Held In Abevance

In accordance with the appeal period specified in California Water Code Section
13320, and in order to preserve its right to appeat the Order to the SWRCB, Petitioner submits this
petition on or before April 20, 2009. Notwithstanding the filing of this petition, Petitioner intends
to comply with the Order to the extent required by the RWQCB. Petitioner will present information
to the RWQCB demonstrating to the agency that Petitioner cannot assume responsibility for any or
all of the Contamination at, beneath or around the Property. During this short period, Petitioner
requests that this petition be "held in abeyance" by the SWRCB. Petitioner will notify the SWRCB
in writing when it seeks to have the SWRCB proceed with review of the petition. Petitioner will
timely supplement this petition with the submission of additional substantive information and
analysis.

IV.  Statement of Reasons

Both the Property and neighboring properties have documented histories of oil
drilling and ancillary oil exploration and production uses dating back many decades. Most of the
chemicals detected in the subsurface beneath the Property were in widespread use in the oil industry
at that time. Few regulations existed through the 1950s and 1960s regarding the disposal of
solvents (including chlorinated solvents), crude oil, refined fuels and other hazardous substances.
Over the years, releases from oil operations likely seeped through soil beneath and around the
Property, contaminating soil and groundwater. Petitioner, a casting polyurethane and epoxy
systems manufacturer, has no connection whatsoever to these historic oi! operations.

In the early 1970s, natural ponds in and around the Property were filled in, and the
Property and adjacent parcels were paved. Industrial uses of these properties continued, including,
but not limited to, paint manufacturing and hazardous chemical storage at the Lyle Van Patton site
at 321 West 135th Street, the General Welding Supply site at 352 West 1331d Street and the
Standard Metals Recycling Corporation site at 378 West 133rd Street. Each of these adjacent or
necighboring businesses utilized large quantities of hazardous substances for many years, and each
has been the focus of environmental regulatory attention due to confirmed or likely releases of
hazardous substances from these businesses.

Petitioner will demonstrate that its polyurethane operations at the Property from
approximately 1981 to 1996, conducted pursuant to a lease agreement its landlord the Business
Industrial Group and in full compliance with applicable law, simply cannot reasonably be identified
as the cause of any or all of the Contamination. In contrast, the source(s) of the Contamination can
all be traced to either historical uses of the Property that predate Petitioner's leasehold, or to
historical and/or current industrial uses at adjacent or neighboring properties.

Petitioner has previously attempted to demonstrate these facts to the RWQCB, but
the RWQCB insisted on issuance of the Order. For example, Petitioner has shown that it never used
acetone at the Property, and that such contamination came from other sources. The RWQCB has
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ignored such facts and evidence. Careful review of the available data will clearly demonsirate that
Petitioner's operations at the Property has no role in causing any or all of the Contamination.

V. Oral Argument

To the extent available under applicable law and regulation, T.A. Davies requests
oral argument to present its case directly to the SWRCB.

YL Conclusion

Petitioner's operations at the Property from approximately 1981 to 1996 cannot
reasonably be identified as the cause of any or all of the Contaminationi. Rather, the Contamination
can all be traced to cither historical uses of the Property that predate Petitioner's leasehold, or to
historical and/or current industrial uses of adjacent or neighboring properties. Petitioner is
confident that careful review of the available data will clearly demonstrate that Petitioner's
operations at the Property has no role in causing any or all of the Contamination.

Sincerely, 7

4:7&‘ Y

TIMOTHY MARTIN for
Jeffer, Mangels, Butler & Marmaro LLP

TDM:tdm
Enclosure

cc: Kenneth A. Ehrlich, Esq.
Brett Bowyer
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Mr, Larry Berna o
T.A Davis Company (TADCO) | CERTIFIED MAIL
19500 South Alameds Street " RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
East Rancho Dominguez, CA 50221 7005 1820 0001 2683 7174

ORDER FOR A TECHNICAL REPORT PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA WATER CODE (CWC)
SECTION 13267 - FORMER TADCO FACILITY, 363 WEST 133™® STREET, LOS ANGELES,
CALTFORNIA (SITE CLEANUPF NO. 0817)

Dear My, Berma: | £

A review of our case file for the former TADCO facility (Site), located on approximately 0.5 acres at 363 West
133" Street in Los Angeles, indicates that we sent you a letier (copy attached), dated August 31, 2001, requiring
you to submit a work plan for additional soil and groundwater nvestigation to delineate the hazardous chernical
contamination in the soil and groundwater and to initiate a quarterly groundwater monitoring program.

Subsequent to these events, you requested Regional Board staff to drop the requirements of the 13267 Order, m a
letter, dated September.24, 2001 (copy attached), stating your position that the soil and groundwater contamination
was cansed by historical oil production operations and offsite sources. During a meeting with Regional Board
staff on Fune 24, 2008, you repeated your position and éxpressed that you are not willing to comply with the
requirernents of the California Water Code section 13267 Order.

We disagree with your position as volatile organic compounds (VOCs) such as trichloroethene (TCE}) and acetone,
aromatic hydracarbons such as benzene, ethylbenzene, toluene, and xylenes (BTEX), polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs) and petroleum hydrocarbons are known to have been released at your Site.

SITE HISTORY

The Site is located in an industrial area in southern Los Angeles and is bounded by properties which are occupied
by industrial facilities. These companies are: General Welding Compeny, which manufactures acetylene gas, and
-Standard Metnls, which is & scarp metal recycling facility, These companies are located to the south and west,
adjacent to the Site. Both sites have open case files with the Regional Board. Your Site is bounded to the north and
cast by Business Industrial Group (BIG) property which leased 2 parcel of the property to TADCO.

Sanborm fire insurance maps and aerial photos mdicate that the Site was historically part of the Rosecrans oil field
where extensive field exploration and production was carried out from at least 1928 to the late 1960z or early
19705. TADCO leased a parcel of the property and operated a chemical mixing facility from approximately 1979 to
1996, manufacturing polyurethane resin. :

For its operations, TADCO had three 6,500-gallon underground storage tanks (USTs), an above-ground storage
(AST) tank farm, chemical mixing equipment, a drum storage area, a conerete underground septic tank, and a shop
and office building. The following chersicals were stored in the USTe and ASTs and used at the facility:
ethylenediamnine, propylerie oxide, diphenylmethane diisocyanate, catalytic reformer petroleum distillate, polyether
polyl, naphthalene, and diesel fuel. . )

.
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PREVIOUS INVESTIGATIONS

Various site investigations were conducted at the Site from approximately 1990 to 1999 looking for tank or piping
leaks around the USTs and as part of the litigation between TADCO and BIG over the soil and groundwater

contamination at the Site.

‘Twelve soil borings were drilled in the UST area for the leak detection investigation conducted by Environmental
Resolutions, Inc. (ERT) in August 1990. Soil borings were advanced up to depths of 55.5 feet below ground
surface (bgs) and soil samples were collected and avalyzed for VOCs and total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH).
Acetone was detected in soil samples up to concentrations of 55,000 rmilligrams per kilogram (mg/Kg), TCE up to
12,000 micrograras per kilogram (pg/Kg), toluene up to 24,000 ugKg, ethylbenzene up to 12,000 pg/Kg, xylenes
up to 170,000 pg/Kg and TPH up to 1,900 pg/Kg.

In August 1995, Aqua Science Engineers, Inc. (ASE) drilled four soil borings up to a depth of 50 feet bgs at the
Site. Acetone and TPH as gasoline were detected in the soil up to 1,270 mg/Kg and 870 mg/Kg, respectively, Other
VOCs were also detected in the soil samples. ASE also reported that a continuous blue-green staining of soils was
observed from near ground surface to 40 feet bgs in boring B-13. PCBs were also detected in the soil at a depth of
5 feet in' B-14 up toa concentration of 3,050 ug/Kg. ASE also completed two borings as vadose zone wells for
vapor extraction remediation. These detections suggest onstte releases of pollutants did occur at your Site.

Pollowing removal of the ASTs from the tank farm on May 17, 1996, ten one-foot hand auger borings were drilled

in the tank frm ares. BTEX was detected in so1l namnlnc from HA-6 at a concentration of 2,070 nafk'u TPH as
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diese] fuel was detected in HA-6 at 1 foot bgs at a concentmtmn of 2,000 mg/Kg.

Tn May 1996, ASE drilled seven more borings in the UST, AST tank farm and drum storage areas, as well as on the
southern property boundary and on West 133" Street adjacent to the General Welding site. Acetone, TCE, toluene,
ethylbenzene, xylenes and other VOCs and TPH were detected in the soil. Acetone was not detected in borings B-
21 and B-22, which were close to the General Welding property where acetone 13 stored and used.

Followmg the removal of USTs on July 2, 1996, soil samples were collected beneath the excavation by ASE and
Smith Technology Corporation. EIevated acetone concentrations up to 14,000 1g/Kg were detected in the collected

-soﬂ samples.

Septic tank removal was cormpleted on September 27; 17996 with collection of liquid and sludge samples from the
septic tank. Soil samples from beneath the septic tank and associated leach line were also collected by ASE. BTEX -
was detected in the sludge sample and acetone and other VOCs were detected in the soil samples.

ASE advanced two additional soil borings to 45 feet bgs in the office, shop and septic tank areas on April 10, 1997
BTEX was detected in soil samples collected from the office and shop areas. Toluene was detected in the soil from
the surface to the maxim depth drilled in the septic tank area.

Frey Enwronmenml Inc. (Frey) conducted a soil gas survey at the Site during the period from December 22
through 23, 1997, Soil gas probes were advanced fo depths of approximately 5 feet bgs. VOCs were detected in
soil gas samples at varying concentrations. Frey also drilled two soil borings to 45 feet bgs at the Site to assess the
aren of the former septic tank, loading dock and shop building areas. Acetone was detected in the soil to a depth of
20 feet bgs in the shop area. Other VOCs were also detected in both shop and septic tank areas.

Cilifornia Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr, Lﬁy Berna - March 19, 2009
Former TADCO Facility :

In January 1998, Frey installed one monitoring well (MW—4} at the Site as part of the groundwater mveshgahon for |
Standard Metals. In groundwater sampling events conducted in MW-4 from January 1998 1o May 1999, TCE, cis-
1,2-dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE), vinyl chloride and TPH as gasoline were detected in the groundwater samples at
maxinmm concentrations of 9,020 micrograms per liter (pg/L), 753 ng/L, 130 pp/L and 2,420 pg/L, respectively.
Other VOCs were also detected in the samples. The depth to groundwater beneath the Site is approximately 44 feet
bgs and the groundwater flow direction is towards the southwest.

FINDINGS

Regional Board staff has reviewed your case file for the former TADCO Sife and have determined the following:

1.

Acetone was detected in the soil from near-surface to the maximum depth drilled in B-14 advanced
southwest of the UST area, indicating an onsite release (s), In'addition, acetone was detected in samples
collected from both shallow and déep sample intervals in other portions of the site. Samples coliected from
beneath the tanks after the UST removal had also elevated concentrations of acetone.

Your position that the acetone release(s) on the General Welding. property migrated to TADCO's is not
supported with data collected from the Site and offsite. Acetone was not detected in any of the soil samples
collected from borings B-21 and B-22, as well as MW-1, which were close to the General Welding
property, indicating that the release(s) on General Welding property is confined to the limits of the
property. MW-1 was installed by Frey as part of the groundwater investigation for Standard Metals.

It is also unlikely that dissolved acstone nuigrated with groundwater from the General Welding property to
the Site because the groundwater flow direction in the vicinity of the Site is towards the southwest, i.e.

towards the General Welding property.

. , 1
You have not supported your position with evidence, showing the chemicals detected in the soil and
groundwater were used during historical oil exploration and production at the Site. Moreover, the oil wells
produce from much deeper depths than the depth intervals investigated at the Site. No evidence was
presenated that crude oil wag detected in the soil, indieating contamination as result of historical oil
operations. The hydrocsrbons detected in the soil and groundwater were constituents of refined petroleum
products like gasoline and diesel fuel. )

Constituents found in refined peiroleum products such as toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes were detected
in the soil from near-surface to the maximum depth drilled in boring B-23 that was advanced in the drum
storage atea, indicating onsite release(s). BTEX was also detected in soil samples collected from both
shallow and deep sampled intervals in this area. Toluene was also detected in all soil samples collected in

boring B-29 in the septic tank area.

Diesel fuel range TPH was detected in the AST farm area with a maximun concentration of 2,000 mg:/Kg
Diesel fuel was stored in one of the ASTs in this area,

Although use and storage of acefone at the facility was not repbrted, this chemical is known to beused in
the polyurethane industry as an auxiliary blowing agent to supplement water for modifying the physical

California Environmental Protection Agency
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properties of the polyurethane resin. In addition, it was. indicated by one of TADCO’s managers that
TADCO traded chemicals with one of its neighbors. Acetone and TCE are also known to be used for
cleaning chemical mixing equipment and containers at such facilities.

Copies of Materia] Safety Data Sheets (MSDS) for chemicals used at your former facility indicate that
some of the contaminants found in the soil and groundwater beneath the Site are actuaily ingredients of the
chemicals used onsite. These chemicals include; xylenes, trimethylbenzene, naphthalene, toluene,
ethylbenzene and others. A

. The Regional Board directed you, in a lefter dated August 31, 2001; to initiate a quarterly groundwater

monitoring program. However, yon have never implemented this requirement. Moreover, the background
concentration VOCs int the groundwater are not known upgradient of the Site. Two active drinking water
production wells are also located at an approximate maximum distance of 0.85 miles downgradient of your
Site.

REQUIREMENTS

" “Pursuant to Section 13267 of the California Water Code (CWC), you are hereby directed o 1mplement the

" following:

1.

Delineate the lateral extent of the VOC and TPH contamination in the soil.'Stcpout soil borings shall be
advaneed to delineate the VQUC and TPH contamination to their full! extent,

Delineste the vertical extent of the VOC and TPH contamination in the soil. Deeper borings shall be
advenced in those areas where VOC and TPH contamination was encountered at shallow-depths.

Additional adsessmient needs to be conducted to investigate the sourée of PCBs detected in soil samples
from boring B-14. Stepout borings shall be advanced in the area around B-14 to dehneate the lateral and
vertical extent of the PCB soil contamination.

Contarnminant-specific iso-concentration maps showing the lateral extent of major contaminants in the soil

- shall be ﬁrepared and submitted,

Contaminant-specific cross-sections with color gradational iso-concentration contours maps showing the
vertical extent of major contaminants in the soil shall be prepared and submitted.

Soil Screening Levels (SSLs)- that are protective of human health and groundwater quality shall be
developed for the Site in accordance with Inierim Site Assessment and Cleanup Guidebook published by
the Regjonal Board in May 1996, The guidebook is available online on the Regional Board’s website,
Alternatively, vou may propose site-specific SSLs, using varions models available, based on data collected
from the Site. A summary of historical and current soil analytical results shall be summarized in tables to
compare site-specific values against the 8SLs and show exceedences.

The United States Environmental Protection Agency’s (USEPA’s) or California Depam-nent of Public
Health’s Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) for drinking water, whichever is more stringent, shall be

California Environmental Pratection Agency
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Former TADCO Facility

10.

il.

nsed to screen groundwater analyttca.l results, Contaminant levels above the MCLs shall be shown in tables -
in boid face. .

Soil borings shall be advanced in the approximate location of former pond where drilling mud and other
wastes were reportedly dumped during historical oil production operations. Soil samples shall be submitted
to a certified Iaboratory for.fingerprinting analyses to identify the occwrrence and source of crude oil.

At least one groundwater monitoring well upgradient of MW-4; near the northern property boundary, and
two cross-gradient monitoring wells, on the eastern and western property boundaries shall be installed to
determine the groundwater flow direction beneath the Site. You shall nse data from these wells to develop
a conceptnal site model (CSM) and to assess the background concentrations of the groundwater entering

the Site and the aerial extent of the VOC plume.

In order to address Item Numbers 1 through 9, you shall prepare and submit a work plan to the Regional
Board by April 27, 2009. The work plan shall be prepared in accordance with the Regional Board’s
General Requivements for Subsurfuce Soil Investigations and General Requirements for Groundwater

Investigutions (see attached).

After the mstallation of the groundwater menitoring wells, a quarterly groundwater monitoring shall be
initiated and groundwater monitoring reports shall be submitted according to the following schedule:

Renort Due Dat

April-June ’ July 15®

July-September October 15®

October - December January 15%
April 15®

January -March

111 A site-wide groundwater elevation contour map showing the groundwater flow direction end

gradient must be included in the groundwater monitoring reports.

112  Groundwater semples shall be analyzed for VOCs, BTEX TPH, PCBs and dissolved heavy
- metals.

~ 4§

_ The Crlifornia Business and Professions Code, Sectionis 6735, 7835, and 7835.1 require that engineering and

geologic evaluations and judgments be performed by or under the direction of registered professionals. Please refer
‘to the State Water Resources Control Board Resolution No. 92-49, Policies and Procedures for Investigation and
Cleanup and Abatement of Discharges under California Water Code Section 13304 (amended on April 21, 1994
and October 2, 1996), Therefore, all work must be performed by or under the direction of a California professional
geologist, a California registered certified specialty geologist or a California registered civil engineer with at least
five years hydrogeologic experience. A statement is required in the report that an appropriately registered
professional actually supervised or personally conducted all the work associated with the project. The documents
must also bear a stamp reflecting the registered professional's credentialed specialty and an expiration date of the -
relevant license.

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Former TADCO Fac:hty

Pursuant to Section 13267(b} of the California Water Code (CWC), you are hercby directed to submit the required
work plan to this Regional Board by Apri} 27, 2009. Furthermore, pursuant to Section 13268 (b)(1) of the CWC,
failure to submit the required work plan may result in the imposition of civil liability penalties by the Regional
Board of up to $1,000 per day for sach day the work plan is not received aftt:r April 27, 2009, and without further

Warnmg.

Any person agerieved by this action of the Regional Water Board may petition the State Water Board to review the
action in accordance with Water Code secfion 13320 and Californda Code of Regulations, title 23, sections 2050
and following. The State Water Board must receive the petition by 5:00 p.m., 30 days after the date of this Order,
except that if the thirtieth day following the date of this Order falls on a Saturday, Sunday, or state holiday, the
petition must be received by the State Water Board by 5:00 p.m. on the next business day. Copies of the law and

regulations applicable to filing petitions may be found on the Internet at:

" btp://werw.waterbosrds.ca.gov/public_nofices/petitions/water_quality

or will be provided upon request.

If you have any quesiions regardmg this matier, please contact either of my siaff members- Mr. Bizuayehu
Ayﬁle at (213) 576-6747 or Mr. Dixon Oriola at (213} 576-6803.

Smcerely,
/i

Encloswres: 1)} Regional Board’s Letter, dated August 31, 2001

' " 2) TADCO’s Letter, dated September 24, 2001
3) General Requirements for Subsurfuce Soil Investigations, Revised July 2000
4) General Reguirements for Groundwater Investigations, Revised July 2000

T e Mr. John Payne, Frey Environmental, Inc., Newport Beach, CA

Mr. Michael Baum, Resch Polster & Berger LLP, Los Anpeles, CA

Mr. Bart Templeman, Ringon Congnltants, Inc., Ventura, CA

Ms. Emily Yukich, Folger Levin & Kahn LLP, Los Angeles, CA

Mrs. Barbara Vidmar, General Welding Company, El Segundo, CA

Mr. Greg Levin, Standard Metals, C/o Resch Polster & Berger LLP, Los Angeles, CA
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T. A Davies"Company (’I’MC@) ST ©oiE e “Return RecEipt Requested

19500 Southi AlarnédaStreet - ' T - Claim No. ’?000 0520 00221 7127 1321
Rancho Dominguez, CA 90221 .
Dedr M. ‘Berna: <

CALIFORNIA WATER CODE, SECITION: 13267: REQUEST ~FOR - ADDITIONAL
SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION AT 363 WEST 133"! STREET 'LOS ANGELES

CALIFORNIA (SLIC #317) iy

The California Regronal Watcr Quality Cont'ol Baard (Reglonal Board) Los Angcles B.egm, is the public
agency with primary responsibility for the protachon of. ground and surface water quility for all beneficial

uses. within: themastal wate;csh@ds oiLms Angéles and Ventmra Sounties; moludmg:ﬂle referenced sites. .

VDU LG
_mmz? 199 preparﬂ&_b FREY ental, Inc.
9 ubsr.};facﬂ Envzronmtmtal Invesngat;on
= ¥ Agua Smenr;e Engmeers Ine. (ASE) ’
..01} fhe, i itt  TALY mgerty “been in uge for storage mixing and
ﬁmanufactuxmg of golyumthane r_ i g}reral ﬂnwrenmental,assessments have been per:formed at the site
since 1990. Amalytical resufts of the soil and gmundwatfx samples from previous “envirormmental

mvgstlganons oonfirm. ﬂv,it beth soil, and g:oundwater afthe.sife. have. been impacted wjith pefroleum
la I 3 to;the. d_ata ﬂ1ere are concentrations of up to

cﬁ‘bon& (T;PH)_present in the soﬁ I addmon

2 't sCIiy Py T
the gmundmter 1s c:onta_n;mated Mﬁl 1 00 }tg/l. richloro qthe}le (T C;E_'}, 640 ].l.g/L cis-l, 2—dlch10roethene
(cis-1, Z-DCE) 240ny.gﬂ'_, mylfchlonde, 3,400 peA. TPH. . Regional ] Board staff concludes that past
', operations.at the. site have coptributed, 10 thancen‘rammatmn of ,Sqil.and groundwater. The extent of the
-contaminant. plume has.not been .cqmpletely— defmed. therecfoxe,;a complete delaneahon of ths cantamingnt
plume, both on and ofFsite, and ifs subs,equmtabate;memt Aaredequired. . .-

Pursuant to Se:ctnon 13267 of the. Caleom;a Water-Code,: you ATe hereby directed to:
Subnnt r:| work plan. to our ufﬁceby October 36 2001 for ccmplete dclmeatlon of so11 and. gmundwater
plumes at the site.. .A sufﬁcmntenmnhcr of soil, bonngs and gromdwater monitoring wells shall be
drilled to allow for ﬁﬂl site. charactcnzauon and complete dehneaﬁon of the contaminant plume. _

Califernia Environmental .Protectwn Agency
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2. Pending approval of the work plan by.Regional Board staff, a subsurface investigation shall be
conducted and directly supervised by qualified professionals. The qualified professiopals must be
California registered geologists or registered certified specialty geologists or registered civil engineers
~with five years of hydrogeologic-experience. All technical documents submited to the Regional Board
‘must be reviewed and: s1gned and/pr.stammped by the qualified professional. A report, documentmg  the
results.ofy the requn:ed sml and,groundwater investigation shall be subnutmd by Eebrnary 28, 2002, for
our review and evaluation. L R T

3. A quarterly gromdwate:r—momtonng program shall be initiated for all existing and newly installed
groundwater monitoring wells at the site. The groundwater-monitoring reports shall be submitted by fhe
date in the following schedule, with the first report due on January 15, 2002,

.+ ReportBeriod . - oad Rgp_ort Due Date.
I Pooos b p BHET - i T A mI S <
J'anuary — March April 15
July - September : October 15
: Octeberv—“December T ""-’Ianuary 15 _’

4. Analyze gramdwafcr isamples for a.ll contammanté SF¥ ctnoetii-at the its At “4 i, the
groundwzter sampl shall be’ screened for volafile Drgamc compounds (V' OCs) using EPA Method
mﬁ&g’ —&fappah- 2 i Earbon | chatl e.nemahn-n usging” BPA“Méttind ‘8015,

mmg'EP" I\?I_ethod‘SZ?B Hietls usmg ‘EPA Matticd: scrfOB “

ing EPr Method 2186, Laboratory’ Yepofts tnd methold defection *

S ghall ee_:*t“ﬂ'ze regun'ements speclﬁe& in the nglonal Board: 8 1aboratory repm't form -
08 You ciin Difiin-acopy of the revided laiboratory forfn #nd- th“reqmrements by- ’
fi %rﬁ‘ﬂl Regmnal Bbardweb sﬂe’hsted ofi ffus JE : .

el

aquer"‘an 2 sealed map s’ﬂomng 156 Toostion of all prbductlon wells, md Silrea i vatér “botlies
gthi a"on Tilé radits of e s e, “Thig production well m‘formatmn Triust mclude g following: the
"weﬂfni"v'n“ér the- welhdenhﬁnahoﬁ nudiber; well -constmctlon'detml the Hiost! recent sarmple ‘analysis
 regiilfs, FanH- e statits of fhe “well =’ Y a'ddmm, Voit -are Fequifslliito “diseuss the “Tocal geologic
“FormAHERE and lithology, whish-will-alow Regmnal Boatd ‘staff 10" 4ésess e’ vilnerability of the
na‘afbyﬁmﬂﬁng water Supply Wells; antd determine amy: potentmi conta.nﬂnarrt'nﬂgrahon pathways to
deeper grcnmdwater Zones. Please mclude*ﬂns infSfmafidn in your work ptan. ¥ -+ -

6. Pursuant to Section 13: 3‘07"1 oF the ‘Californis- Water Code; the Regional: ‘Board is requiréd to notify -
all current fee titleholders for the subject site of the planned action. As the identified current primary
“or dofive Tesponsibléparty for sorrective action dnd/or cIeanup t the 51te, 'We dre requesting” thit you
provide us-with'a Senplets ‘inaiting Tist of &ll record fee tifle holders for the subjeot site. Therefore,
please provide the ndme, mallmg ‘#ddress; and telephorie- muniber for ‘all tecord Tee fitle holders for -
the subject site with a copy of the county record of current. ownership, available from the County
Recorder’s Office, or complete the attached Certification Declaration form and submit it to our
office. Please submit the required mformahon to the Regional Board by October 30, 2001.

Ca&famm Ei:' i)'tranmen tn'I Pm rectwrz A gency

EThe. euergy l:f!ﬂ'”&'lgﬂ,fﬂﬂ!-lg California is real _El-ery Cali Hfornian ngeds.ta taka-imprediate octipn to seduce. energy umsnmpu’au***
xaFor o lst of sinple ways ta red‘uce-demnndandmyaur ERErEY LOSS): meﬂwﬂgs a2z htip: s swrch. ca.gwfnsw.nfac.'xatteuge.lmul“*

Qc? Rec.ycred Paper :
Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California ‘s water resourcas for the benafit of presen! and fulure ganerations,
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Pursuant to Section 13268 of the California Water Code, failure to submit the required reports or

documents by the due dates may resuit in civil Hability administratively-imposed by the Regional Board-

in an amount up to one thousand dollars ($1,000) for cach day the report or documnent is not received.
Should you have any questions, please contact Mr. Adnan Siddiqui of the Regional Board at (213) 576-
6812. -

Sincerely,

s A TTBL
Dennis A. Dickerson
Executive Officer

Enclosurﬁ: Cérﬁﬁcaﬁon Declaration

ec: Mr. Robert-Sams,-Ceunsel, Los AngelesRegienal Water Resources Control Board (w/out enclosure)
M. Patrick Rendon;Smith & Rendon LLP (wieutenclosure)
Ms.-Kaye E. Tucker, Tucker & Baum LLP (w/out enclosure)

© Mz, Bemard- A, L F-r\lnp MP’EP‘I’UP M‘l'i‘mnﬁr & ﬁ'n'ﬂ'hf": TIF 'P (wf

S e an Eaindd

 Domestic Refurn Receipt . . iossgormomsz .

C‘al;fomm Erzwmnmental Proicction. Agency

***The energy challenge ﬂcmg Californiz Is real EUEJy.CaIg‘brmun naeds 1o iake b::med’zare actfon 10 redice eneTgy consuinplon***
**+*For a list of simple ways te reduce demand and cut your energ;z costs, see. vhe tips at: hﬂpﬂww‘swrcb ce.gowhewsiechalenge htmi»

Qt? Recycle.ﬂ’ Faper
Qur mission is to preserve and enhance the quahry ef Cali fornza 's water resources for the benaftt of present e  fiture generations.

'
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September 24, 2001 -

Rebecca Chou

California Regional Water Quahty Control Board
320 W 4™ Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles CA 90013

. Dasar Ms. Chou:

Thank you for taking the time to speak wifl me on.the phene. T will try in this letter 1o recap the
things we talked about.

To begin with you sHowdd widestand ‘iif“hlstory on the site. We leased the property at 36.: W 133%
Street fom Bisiress ndistifdl Giodp'ni T98T. At it time there were thres existing noderground
storage tanks whidh wé iised to stofe propylene oxide and effiylenediamine. In 1990 we decided that
it would be pmdent 1o remove the underground tanks and replace them with above ground tanks.

We @Pucd f\_u. a.ﬂ the _l.u.uyw. ym"u“ cm..-l “'crked writh nﬂ the n.pprnpnate ngﬁ-ﬁmpe 0 come up with
~-an acceptable plan.

One requirement was that we:do & series of borings around the tanks to make sure they had not been
leaking. When we'did this we found soil coritamination in the form of acetone in very high .
concentrations as wé as' other cf]aem.tcais we'had never used in our business. At that time we gave a
copy of the raporﬁo Biistikss Titistiidl Group, We would later learn that two years earlier on the
General Welding sitea20 000 Eallon acetone tank had developed a very large leak that bad filled

the ground with.acetone. That tank was.only 120 fest from our borings. Once again we felt that the
responsible thing to do-was to;report.our. ﬁndmgs to our landlord, Business. Industrial Group. They
basically ignored the information until 1995 when they tried to sell the property.and had to disclose
the facts on the comtamination, Their sale fell through and they sued us claiming thet we had cansed

these problems.

Over the next five years we were forced to spend a preat deal of money defending ourselves against
charges that were completely untrue. In fact, it was impossibie for us to be responsible because we '
have never used the chemicals that were found in the soil and water. In fact, we would have as

much need to have those chemicals on site as a bakery because they have no usefulness to the type -
industry that we are in. If you needed a way of verifying this Y can put you in touch with the head of «
research of one of the large suppliers of polyurethane materials. He could explain to you how the
chemicals in question could not be used in any phase of producing polymeﬂ:lane systems and most
of themn would in fact destroy the product.

. During that five years we leamed a lot about the site and its history. That sife as well as most
swrrounding sites are a mess. Contamination and dumping has been going on since 1920. The entire
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site was used as a pond into which oil sludge was pumped. As you know, there were no regulations
in those days and people did not care what businesses did. Whea Business Industrial Group decided
in 1968 to fill in the pond it had to be clear to them that the soil was contaminated but rather than
clean it up they proceeded to grade and fill the property. A report fror Western Laboratories who
did the compaction testing of the fill area shows that the fill ranges from 1 foot to 20 feet in depth.
Several years baclk I personally compared the data from many borings to the report on fill depth.
Other than a very small amount of shallow surface contamination it was extremely consistent that
the contamination showed up at the depth of the bottom of the fill material and then continued
deeper. This says that the soil was contaminated long ago and then filled over. Unfortunately, that
report has been lost and Western Labs® records only go back to 1988.

I am including & list of the chemicals we used on site and the chernicals found in both the soil and
groundwater. Also included are two reports on the site. The one prepared by L. M. Environmental
was paid for by us. The one prepared by Frey Environmental was paid for by the parties who sued
. "us and yet both experts conclude that the site was contaminated before the fill was added or by

current uses up gradient of the site.

1 have included large site maps which I prepared which show the levels of contamination to be-
higher off the site than on site. You will see that I have marked the small colored stickers with the
level of contamination in ppm and also noted the depth at which it was found. Ii’s interesting to”
note that in most cases the fill is clean and any contaminants start below that level. The site was
completely paved from the time We artived. We never had those chemicals in our tanks or anywhere
" else and there would be no way to get that contamination in the ground at those depths'and still
leave the fill area clean. ' : :

In conclusion, T am sorry that Business Industriel Group bought this property in a contaminated state
and is faced with this problem but my company is not responsible. 1 am somy that we have already
spent, as a srhall company with only six employees, hundreds of thousands of dollars defending
ourselves against something that we could not have possibly done. It is for these reasons that I urge
you to read the two reports and look at the site maps. I think it will becorae clear to you that we
could not be responsible for these 'contaxlninants. We ask that you drop the requirement that we

participate in any further studies or costs.

Onee again I thank you for your time and efforts. Please save the site maps for us.as there are o
other copies. We look forward to hearing from you after you have reviewed these documents.

Sincerely,

Lany K. Bema
President
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Comparison Table, Chemicals found at 13255 S.Broadway aﬁﬁ“édjacent lots.

Chemicals Used By Tadco Chemicals Found In Sojl Chermicals Found in Groundwater
Ethylenediamine

Propytene Oxide

Diphenylmethane diisocyanate®

Naphthalsne*’ Naphthalenst

Cataiytic reformer pafroleum
distiliate*
Palyether polyol*

Diesel Fuel #2~ -
C TPH as gasoline” TPH as gasoline
Benzene Benzens
Toluene Toluene
Ethylbenzene Ethylbenzene
Xylenes Xylenes
Trimsthylbenzenes 7
Acstone Acetone ) 3 §
2-butanone © . 2-buianone GEY e A0
4-methyl-2-penianons 4_~methyl-2-pentaner§§ < E = :;
) 1,1,1, tnch!oroeihan;; T o :1
Dichloroeihame - . Dichlareethansgt - .- ;%- 5] jr}_s
WL » . Telackilorosthiane g = F
_ Trichiorﬂethene - Teichlorogthane. it = W
Dichlprosthenss Dichigrosthenes "fé‘%: o

Vinyl.Chloride -

Vinvi Dhl urlde -~
' Chiloroform

Criloroform

Trichlorofluoromethans

n~Pmpy1anzene

tafButylbanzene .
BB Butytbenzerre
ns Butylbanzene
Isapropyl. benzerts

' prisepropyl Toluege

Chlorobenzene

1 2—D:ch[orobenzene
1, 3—D|ch[orobenzene
1 4—chhiorcrbenzene

Carbon Disulfide

Arochlar-1254

’ + GERCLA RQ 1000 tbs, not &
* indicates AST storage in tanks Prop 65 Chiemical, EPA PRG
with spill control 240,000 ppb
LM Brovironmental Consultznts, Tnc. 8/31/99




